The ethics of tax evasion has been discussed sporadically in the theological and philosophical literature for at least 500 years. Martin Crowe wrote a doctoral thesis that reviewed much of that literature in 1944. The debate revolved around about 15 issues. Over the centuries, three main views evolved on the topic. But the business ethics literature has paid scant attention to this issue, perhaps because of the belief that tax evasion is always unethical.
Introduction
The vast majority of articles that have been written about tax evasion have been written from the perspective of public finance. They discuss technical aspects of tax evasion and the primary and secondary effects that tax evasion has on an economy. In many cases there is also a discussion about how to prevent or minimize tax evasion. Very few articles discuss ethical aspects of tax evasion. Thus, there is a need for further research, which the present study is intended to partially address.
As part of this study a survey instrument was developed based on the issues that have been discussed and the arguments that have been made in the tax evasion ethics literature over the last 500 years. Similar survey instruments were used to test sample populations in Romania (McGee 2005b) and Guatemala (McGee & Lingle 2005) . The survey was also distributed to professors of international business (McGee 2005a) . The present study reports on the findings of a survey that was distributed to accounting students at Thammasat University in Thailand. The survey instrument consisted of 18 statements that reflect the three views on the ethics of tax evasion that have emerged over the centuries. Participants were asked to rate the extent of their agreement with each statement by placing a number from 1 to 7 in the space provided to indicate the extent of agreement with each statement. Male and female scores were also compared to determine whether the female responses were significantly different from the male responses.
Review of the Literature
Although many studies have been done on tax compliance, very few have examined compliance, or rather noncompliance, primarily from the perspective of ethics. Most studies on tax evasion look at the issue from a public finance or economics perspective, although ethical issues may be mentioned briefly, in passing. The most comprehensive twentieth century work on the ethics of tax evasion was a doctoral thesis written by Martin Crowe (1944) , titled The Moral Obligation of Paying Just Taxes. This thesis reviewed the theological and philosophical debate that had been going on, mostly within the Catholic Church, over the previous 500 years. Some of the debate took place in the Latin language. Crowe introduced this debate to an English language readership. A more recent doctoral dissertation on the topic was written by Torgler (2003) , who discussed tax evasion from the perspective of public finance but also touched on some psychological and philosophical aspects of the issue.
Walter Block (1989; 1993) sought in vain to find a justification for taxation in the public finance literature. He examined a number of textbooks but found all justifications for taxation to be inadequate. Leiker (1998) speculates on how Rousseau would have viewed the ethics of tax evasion. Alfonso Morales (1998) examined the views of Mexican immigrant street vendors and found that their loyalty to their families exceeded their loyalty to the government. McGraw and Scholz (1991) examined tax compliance from the perspective of self-interest. Armstrong and Robison (1998) discuss tax evasion and tax avoidance from the perspective of an accounting practitioner and used Rawls' concept of two kinds of rules to analyze how accountants view the issue. Oliva (1998) looked at the issue from the perspective of a tax practitioner and commented on the schism that exists between a tax practitioner's ethical and legal obligations.
There have been a few studies that focus on tax evasion in a particular country. Ethics are sometimes discussed but, more often than not, the focus of the discussion is on government corruption and the reasons why the citizenry does not feel any moral duty to pay taxes to such a government. Ballas and Tsoukas (1998) discuss the situation in Greece. Smatrakalev (1998) discusses the Bulgarian case. Vaguine (1998) discusses Russia, as do Preobragenskaya and McGee (2004) to a lesser extent. A study of tax evasion in Armenia (McGee, 1999b) found the two main reasons for evasion to be the lack of a mechanism in place to collect taxes and the widespread opinion that the government does not deserve a portion of a worker's income.
A number of articles have been written from various religious perspectives. Cohn (1998) and Tamari (1998) discuss the Jewish literature on tax evasion and on ethics in general. Much of this literature is in Hebrew or a language other than English. McGee (1999a) comments on these two articles from a secular perspective.
A few articles have been written on the ethics of tax evasion from various Christian viewpoints. Gronbacher (1998) addresses the issue from the perspectives of Catholic social thought and classical liberalism. Schansberg (1998) looks at the Biblical literature for guidance. Pennock (1998) discusses just war theory in connection with the moral obligation to pay just taxes, and not to pay unjust or immoral taxes. Smith and Kimball (1998) provide a Mormon perspective. McGee (1998b; 1999a) comments on the various Christian views from a secular perspective.
The Christian Bible discusses tax evasion and the duty of the citizenry to support the government in several places. Schansberg (1998) and McGee (1994; 1998a) There are passages in the Bible that seemingly take an absolutist position. Romans 13, 1-2 supports the Divine Right of Kings, which basically holds that whoever is in charge of government is there with God's approval and anyone who disputes that fact or who fails to obey is subject to damnation. It is a sin against God to break any law. Thus, Mao, Stalin and Hitler must all be obeyed according to this view, even though they were the biggest monsters of the twentieth century, because they are there with God's approval. This interpretation is rather strong, of course, and not many people have such a view these days, but fundamentalists still hold this position.
A few other religious views are also addressed in the literature. Murtuza and Ghazanfar (1998) A similar survey of international business professors found that some arguments justifying tax evasion are stronger than others but none of the arguments were very strong, since most of the professors who responded to the survey were strongly against tax evasion. This survey also found that women were significantly more opposed to tax evasion than were the men (McGee, 2005a) . A survey of business and law students in Guatemala reached a similar result.
However, the law students felt less strongly about condemning tax evasion on ethical grounds than did the business students and female students were more opposed to tax evasion than were male students (McGee & Lingle, 2005) . A survey of Romanian business students (McGee, 2005b) found that respondents often felt tax evasion was ethically justified. Males were slightly more opposed to tax evasion than were women. A survey of German business students also found that respondents were strongly against tax evasion, although some arguments were stronger than others. A comparison of male to female responses was inconclusive, in the sense that it could not be clearly determined which group of respondents was more opposed to tax evasion (McGee, Nickerson & Fees, 2005) .
Three Views on the Ethics of Tax Evasion
Over the centuries, three basic views have emerged on the ethics of tax evasion.
View One takes the position that tax evasion is always, or almost always unethical. There are basically three underlying rationales for this belief. One reason is the belief that individuals have a duty to the state to pay whatever taxes the state demands (Cohn, 1998; DeMoville, 1998; Smith & Kimball, 1998; Tamari, 1998) . This view is especially prevalent in democracies, where there is a strong belief that individuals should conform to majority rule.
The second rationale for an ethical duty to pay taxes is because the individual has a duty to other members of the community (Crowe, 1944; Cohn, 1998; Tamari, 1998) . This view holds that individuals should not be freeloaders by taking advantage of the services the state provides while not contributing to the payment of those services. A corollary of this belief is the view that if tax dodgers do not pay their fair share, then law-abiding taxpayers must pay more than their fair share.
The third rationale is that we owe a duty to God to pay taxes, or, stated differently, God has commanded us to pay our taxes (Cohn, 1998; DeMoville, 1998; Smith & Kimball, 1998; Tamari, 1998) . This view holds no water among atheists, of course, but the view is strongly held in some religious circles.
View Two might be labeled the anarchist view. This view holds that there is never any duty to pay taxes because the state is illegitimate, a mere thief that has no moral authority to take anything from anyone (Block, 1989; 1993) . The state is no more than a mafia that, under democracy, has its leaders chosen by the people.
The anarchist literature does not address the ethics of tax evasion directly but rather discusses the relationship of the individual to the state. The issue of tax evasion is merely one aspect of that relationship (Spooner, 1870) .
There is no such thing as a social contract according to this position. Where there is no explicit agreement to pay taxes there also is no duty. All taxation necessarily involves the taking of property by force or the threat of force, without the owner's permission. Thus, it meets the definition of theft. Stated as an equation, TAXATION = THEFT. A corollary equation is that FAIR SHARE = 0.
View Three holds that tax evasion may be ethical under some circumstances and unethical under other circumstances. This view is the prevalent view, both in the literature (Ballas & Tsoukas, 1998; Crowe, 1944; Gronbacher, 1998; McGee, 1998a McGee, , 1999b and according to the results of some of the surveys (McGee, 2005a&b; McGee & Lingle, 2005) .
The Thailand Study
After reviewing the scant literature that exists on the ethics of tax evasion, a survey was constructed and distributed to a group of accounting students at Thammasat University in Bangkok, Thailand in order to learn the prevailing views on this issue. The group chosen was undergraduate students in the elite English language business program. Their English language skills were sufficiently high that it was not necessary to translate the survey instrument into Thai.
The survey consisted of eighteen (18) statements. Using a seven-point Likert scale, respondents were asked to place the appropriate number in the space provided to indicate the extent of their agreement or disagreement with each statement. Forty-one usable responses were received.
The following hypotheses were made: H1: The average respondent will believe that tax evasion is ethical sometimes. This hypothesis will not be rejected if the average score for all 18 statements is more than 2 but less than 6.
H2: Scores will be lower [tax evasion will be more acceptable] when the statement refers to government corruption. This hypothesis will not be rejected if the statement dealing with corruption is ranked within the top 6.
H3: Opposition to tax evasion will be strongest [scores will be highest] in cases where it appears that taxpayers are getting something in return for their money, or where there is a perception that there is a duty to other taxpayers to pay taxes, even if there may not be a duty to the government. This hypothesis will not be rejected if the statements that solicit opinions on these point all rank among the 9 highest scores.
H4: Females will be more strongly opposed to tax evasion than will males. This hypothesis will not be rejected if female scores are higher than male scores [women will be more strongly against tax evasion than males] for at least 12 of the 18 statements.
Survey Findings.
A total of 41 usable responses were obtained. Table 1 shows the breakdown by gender. H1: The average respondent will believe that tax evasion is ethical sometimes.
H1: Cannot be rejected. statements, which means all respondents thought that tax evasion was at least somewhat justified in certain circumstances. Chart 1 shows the range of scores. Table 3 ranks the eighteen statements from most acceptable to least acceptable. Scores ranged from 3.13 to 6.28, indicating that there are circumstances when tax evasion can be ethically justified. If one begins with the premise that tax evasion can be justified where the score is less than 6, then the respondents believe, on average, that tax evasion can be justified, at least sometimes, for 16 of the 18 statements included in the survey instrument.
Chart 1 Range of Scores
Respondents believed that the strongest case for tax evasion was in cases where a significant portion of the money collected winds up in the pockets of corrupt politicians or their families and friends. That statement had a score of 3.13 on a scale from 1 to 7, which indicates that tax evasion in such cases is viewed as more ethical than for any of the other reasons given.
Statements that ranked in the top half generally addressed questions of fairness, leading to the conclusion that respondents thought tax evasion was easiest to justify in cases where there was a perception of unfairness. Chart 2 shows the ranking of scores from lowest (tax evasion is most acceptable) to highest (tax evasion is least acceptable).
Chart 2 Scores by Rank
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H3: Opposition to tax evasion will be strongest [scores will be highest] in cases where it appears that taxpayers are getting something in return for their money, or where there is a perception that there is a duty to other taxpayers to pay taxes, even if there may not be a duty to the government. H3: Cannot be rejected. Table 3 clearly show that respondents were most opposed to tax evasion in cases where taxes are spent on worthy projects (S17 & S18), or where tax funds are spent on projects that benefit the respondent (S14). There was also strong opposition to tax evasion in cases where evasion on the part of one person would require others to pay more (S13). Thus, there was a feeling of obligation to other members of the taxpaying community. H4: Female scores will be higher than male scores [women will be more strongly against tax evasion than will males] for at least 12 out of 18 statements. H4: Cannot be rejected. Table 4 compares the scores of male and female respondents. Males had higher scores for only 3 of the 18 questions. Women had higher scores for 15 statements. In 10 cases, female scores were more than a full point higher than the male scores.
The rankings in
Since female scores were higher than male scores in 15 of 18 cases, and since the p values often showed that the female scores for some statements were significantly different from the male scores, it could be said that female respondents were significantly more opposed to tax evasion.
Significance may also be tested by the use of statistics. The Wilcoxon test found that the differences in male-female scores were statistically significant at the 5% level for 5 of the 18 statements. The Wilcoxon test is a parametric test. It was chosen rather than a nonparametric test because it does not include the assumption that the distribution is normal. Thus, it is to be preferred to the student t-test. Table 4 gives the scores for the Wilcoxon tests. The survey instrument included space for participants to make additional comments to explain their views on the ethics of tax evasion. The majority of respondents left this space blank. However, a few participants did make comments. Here is a sampling of what they said.
The author took the liberty of correcting the English grammar, paraphrasing and combining some answers to avoid repetition. .
• For me I wouldn't want to pay tax in Thailand because the government is corrupt, government officials do not use my money wisely and most businesses engage in tax evasion. If you don't engage in tax evasion you will lose in the competitive game.
• To judge whether it's ethical or not very much depends on how one views the world. It's an abstract question with no absolutely right or wrong answer. In certain situations it appears to be very ethical to evade tax.
• According to the laws of Thailand, tax evasion is always wrong. Those who engage in tax evasion might be subjected to a large fine plus interest as well as imprisonment for a couple of years. However, in my opinion, if the tax money is used in a wrong way the ethical argument against tax evasion becomes weaken. But tax evasion is always wrong.
• It doesn't matter whether you or anybody thinks that tax evasion is ethical or not because people should not evade taxes. It's against the law and if you don't want to pay you should find a way to avoid payment.
• Taxes should be paid so that government will have the funds it needs to function. The tax rate should be fair and low enough that everyone can pay, even the poor. There should be no tax evasion because people have a duty to pay.
• If the government has a good tax system and provides enough welfare for the people, or if corruption decreases, people will be more willing to pay.
• Evading taxes is wrong. You will receive the benefit one way or the other.
If one were to limit the analysis of these comments to a single sentence it would be that the opinions expressed more or less mirror the arguments Crowe (1944) found in his review of the theological and philosophical literature going back 500 years. Although tax evasion is generally frowned upon, most of the respondents thought that tax evasion could be justified on ethical grounds in certain circumstances, more or less the same circumstances that Crowe found.
Some of the reasoning the respondents gave cannot be supported on close analysis. For example, political scientists and philosophers generally agree that, even though there may be some duty to the state, that duty is not absolute. The divine right of kings theory is no longer recognized as a valid theory even though it is in the Bible. According to the servant-master theory of government, where the people are the masters and the government is the servant, the moral obligation to pay taxes is less than absolute. There are limits. However, political scientists cannot agree on what the limit is.
Concluding Comments
The goals of this research project have been achieved. The opinions of at least one segment of the Thai population are now known. The segment chosen -accounting students -is a significant sector of the population because these people are the future business leaders of Thailand. At least some of them will be in a position to assist clients or businesses evade taxes.
The fact that they are more opposed to tax evasion in some cases than others has policy implications. The survey found that opposition to tax evasion is weakest in cases where the government is corrupt or where the system is perceived as being unfair. Thus, it may be possible to reduce the extent of tax evasion by reducing government corruption and reducing the perceived unfairness of the tax system. 
